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What right was allowed within the framework of canoni-
cal procedure to king, magnates, metropolitan, and Pope
of influencing the choice of cathedral clergy ? The answer
to the question is most quickly to be found in the Tractatus
of Laurence de Somercote, supplemented in some points
by Mandegot's more comprehensive work* The Tractatus
of Laurence de Somercote is a useful guide for several
reasons. M. Laurence himself was not only a canonist but
a man of affairs, the brother of Cardinal Robert de Somer-
cote, a papal sub-deacon, canon of Chichester, and for a
time the c official' of Richard Wych of Chichester.1 He
afterwards entered the service of the Crown.3 On Richard's
death in 1253 he was appointed by his chapter to suppli-
cate the king for the licence to elect,3 and it is possible
that he composed a first version of the Tractatus for the
guidance of his brother canons in the election they were
about to make. Certainly most of the model letters which
the Tractatus contains are those of the process of the elec-
tion of Richard's successor, John, The Tractatus itself was
written in the following year. It is possible, however, to use
his work as a description of procedure in dioceses other
than Chichester; for its forms are in substantial agreement
with the complete record of the process of election of
Robert Bingham to Salisbury in I228,4 and of Walter
of Eynsham to Canterbury in I228,5 and the fragmentary
records of Roger Longesp£e's election to Coventry and
Lichfield in I256.6 In other dioceses, especially in more
remote sees like Durham, there would possibly be slight
local variations; and in the earlier part of the reign
there might well have been ignorance of the proper pro-
cedure.7 But the danger of having an election quashed by
1 C.P.R. i. 509,	2 Royal Letters, ii. 117.
3	Tractatus of Laurence of Somercote, p. 50 ; C.P.R. ii. 187,   The election
of John to Chichester took place between 21 May and 25 May 1253 5 OJPJL ii.
187, 193.
4	Reg. St. Osmund, ii. 102-16.	s Gerv. of Canterbury, ii. 115-24.
6	Ann.Mon. i. 377-81 (Burton).
7	The clearest example of an election being annulled on the ground of incorrect
procedure is that of William Stichill to Durham in 1226. Annulled, * quia
electio nee per scrutinium nee per compromissores facta erat: nee etiam per

